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PERIOD FOR rfpi v [check only a) or b)] 

a) 03 The period for reply expires 3months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) □ In view of the early submission of the proposed reply (within two months as set forth in MPEP § 707 07 (f)) the period for 
reply exp.res on the ma.lmg date of this Advisory Action, OR continues to run from the mailing date of the ?Sna" Son 

1 D « l S2?, 0 f^£ p ? al W3S fi,ed 0n • A PP ellant ' s Bri ef must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37CFR 1 .191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2D with re r qSSe d feS endment(S) * ***** UPOn ^ Submission of a Notice of A PP eal an <* Appeal Brief 
3.^ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search, (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter, (see Note below); 

(C) B n0t deemed !° P ,ace the a PP»cation in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues Tor appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
NOTE: . 

4.Q Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 



. would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 



5.Q Newly proposed or amended claim(s) _ 
canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

6^ The a)Q affidavit, b)Q exhibit, or c)K| request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet 

7U The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newlv 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

8.EI For purposes of Appeal, the status of the claim(s) is as follows (see attached written explanation, if any): 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 



Claim(s) rejected: 19-32.34 and 36-45 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



9. □ The proposed drawing correction filed on a)Dhas b)D has not been approved by the Examiner. 

10. Q Note the attached InformatiooDisclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

11. D Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-303 (Rev. 03-98) 
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Part of Paper No. 15 
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Continuation of 6. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: the arguments do not overcome the rejections of 
paper no. 13. US '500 teaches uniform dispersion of the polypeptide on or in the water-absorbing and water-insoluble base The 
references teaches that a water-absorbing and water-soluble base may be added. However, it does not teach or suggest the polypeptide 
on or in the water-absorbing and water-soluble base. Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would reasonably conclude that the 
polypeptide is dispersed on or in the water-absorbing and water-insoluble base rather than on or in the water-absorbing and water-soluble 
base, thereby achieving the uneven dispersion desired by Applicant. Applicant has not supplied evidence showing that the process of 
Applicant obtains a different product than that of US *500. Regarding the graph provided in the amendment filed 05 May 2000 the y-axis is 
not labeled so that one can determine what is being measured against time. 
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